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WAR DAMAGE TO ANTIQUITIES ON ASHDOWN 
FOREST. 


BY IVAN D. MARGARY, F.S.A. 


It seems desirable to put on record in our literature the 
losses which have been suffered by antiquities during the war. 
The wilder parts of Ashdown Forest have received much 
superficial damage from the passage of tanks and similar vehicles 
during training, superficial in the sense that Time will heal the 
surface scars and restore vegetation, but most destructive to any 
antiquities unfortunate enough to lie in the affected areas. In 
the worst areas, notably between King’s Standing and Five 
Hundred Acre Wood, all vegetation was destroyed, and much 
of the surface soil churned into the subsoil, so that the ground 
surface is now a loose scree of sandstone which will take some 
little time to become covered again. 

The London-Lewes Roman Road' has been particularly 
unfortunate, since its course lay in what seems to have been a 
favourite area for tank training. From Loneoak Hall, Chuck 
Hatch, up to the main alignment angle near Five Hundred 
Acre Wood, and south from there to Greenwood Gate, it has 
been almost entirely destroyed, including, most regrettably, the 
very fine piece near the alignment angle where the agger, side 
spaces, and side ditches had remained in shapely condition right 
down to these times. Now it has almost all gone, bull-dozed 
away by continuous tank action, and it is safe to say that had 
not the discovery of the road been made when it was, it could 
not possibly be traced to-day, for eyes that know it well can only 
just discern a few faded fragments here and there. 

Making the best of what is left, we can still just make out 
the agger running north-west from the alignment angle for a 
short distance, together with some traces of the west ditch within 
the angle, which, by the way, is now marked by two fir trees, 
one of the three noted* as a landmark having been knocked 
down. Not content with mere destruction here, Authority must 


1 §.4.C., Vol. Ixxiii., p. 54 ff. 
2 $.A.S., Guide to the Ronan Road, p. 7. 








2 SUSSEX NOTES AND QUERIES 


needs confuse the issue by providing what might well become in 
later years a spurious antiquity, for a bull-dozer has scraped a 
terrace-like strip parallel to the Roman Road, and between it 
and the modern road, heaping the spoil at the end of the strip 
in a barrow-like mound just abreast of the alignment angle. It 
will be recalled that a deep hollow way, the Withyham-Hartfield 
parish boundary, follows the east side of the Roman Road to 
Greenwood Gate; this has to some extent protected it, so that 
the east ditch of the road is still traceable there, and near Green- 
wood Gate, on approaching the cross-track to Gill’s Lap, quite 
a clear piece of the agger still remains, which will form one of 
the best surviving relics of the road hereabouts for future 
visitors to see. Just south of this point severe damage ceases 
and, except where cross-tracks have worn away the surface, the 
rest of the road to Camp Hill and beyond remains much in the 
condition originally described, though the remains were always 
more fragmentary and confused there in any case. 


The Mystery Mounds* on Camp Hill and Stone Hill have 
been more fortunate. At Camp Hill mound No. 1 is almost 
miraculously intact amidst casual disturbances; Nos. 2 and 3 lay 
close together just below the fir tree clump, on the north, and 
have unfortunately been involved in the digging of a small 
“strong point ’’ which has almost obliterated 2 with its trenches 
and somewhat damaged 3, though it is still largely there; the 
rest of the series, 4-27, seem to be intact. At Stone Hill those 
in the valley to the east, 28-31, are intact; those higher up the 
hill, 32-35, have been damaged by tank traffic, but are still 
traceable; and of the two large mounds, 36 and 37, at the top, 
only one could be found. 


The Celtic Enclosure* north-west of Greenwood Gate 
remains practically intact, save for one or two small holes dug 
in it and one large bomb crater right in its north-east fosse. 

The Danes’ Churchyard, a similar earthwork north of 
Chelwood Gate cricket ground, has likewise survived unharmed 
despite the passage of an occasional tank. 


The Lewes Road Hollow ways*® between Wych Cross and 
Chelwood Gate, a particularly striking series, have been 
obliterated east of the modern road by the preliminary, though 


3 §.N.Q., Vol. iii., p. 101. 
4 §.N.Q., Vol. iii., p. 71. 
5 §.N.Q., Vol. viii. p. 36. 
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abandoned, construction of an emergency landing-ground; . 
luckily an air photograph preserves a record of them. 

The ancient road,® of uncertain date, west of Wych Cross 
and from High Beeches to Colemans Hatch, survives too, some- 
what clearer indeed west of Wych Cross after tree fellings, 
though obstructed by hutments in the north-east angle of the 
cross-roads. 

The well-known fir tree clumps, planted in 1816, such as 
at Gill’s Lap, King’s Standing, Camp Hill, etc., with their 
banked enclosures, usually circular, but square at King’s Stand- 
ing, which was an older site re-used, have also survived. 





SETON, IN PAGHAM. 
BY LINDSAY FLEMING, M.A. 


In the early history of Pagham one encounters the place- 
name of Seton, and the family of Seton were evidently of some 
local note; but the identity had always eluded me. Then, in 
perusing material from the Lambeth Rolls, I encountered the 
entry : 

“Nytimber. Death of , wife of Jn. Holmes, late 
relict of John Amys, who held freely 1 messuage and land called 
Seton in Crymesham, formerly of Thomas Byrle, at rent of 
28s. 4d.’ 

The clue here was the rent. The only Pagham freehold on 
the 1608 Survey charged with such rent was Sester, now Sefter. 
I had previously felt that Sefter was indicated, but it seemed 
difficult to believe that Seton had been corrupted to Sester and 
Sefter.2 However, there are no rules in this matter. 

Sefter then was once Seton or Setene. The farm, with 
farmhouse, was lately sold and is described in the particulars of 
sale* : “‘ Lying compactly in a ring fence intersected by the main 

6 §.N.Q., Vol. iii., p. 3. 

1 Ct. R. (Lambeth Palace Library), No. 166—Hundred, Monday 
before Invention of Holy Cross, 22 Hen. VII. (Sept., 1506). 

2 I doubt if Seytre (Suss. Place Names I., 95) has reference to 
the property. Mr. L. F. Salzman has been kind enough to read 
this article and comments: I am not sure whether Seton “ is 
the same name as Sefter or another name for the same place. 
personal name is ‘atte Setene,’ which I take to be ‘at the 


settlement, or farm,’ whereas Sefter (Sester I take to be a mistake) 
is derived from ‘ seohtre,’ a drain.” 


3 Auction Particulars prepared by John D. Wood & Co., sale on 
1st November, 1944. The Schedule of Sefter Farm totals 


172.364 acres, and an adjoining field and meadow about 32 
acres. 
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road from Chichester to Pagham, only 2 miles from the sea. 
The Farm includes 50 acres of excellent Meadow and Pasture 
land running down to the Pagham Rife . . . and 115 Acres of 
Productive Arable.” Pagham Road was called Setongate about 
the 15th century. At the View with Hundred of 1st October, 
1492, was recorded: “ Crimsham. The highway at Setongate 
in default for want of ‘ le stenyng;’ the whole tithing to do the 
‘ stenyng ’ before next hundred on pain of 3s. 4d.* 


In 1786 the total area of Sefter Farm is given as 196 acres 
2 roods in several more enclosures than to-day, the owner, Wm. 
Adams, junr., late Mary Alwyns, the Quit Rent £1. 18s. 4d. 
In the survey of 1768 is recorded: ‘That Mary Alwyn, 
Widow, claims to hold . . . A messuage or tenement with 
several lands . .. containing by estimation 100 acres in 
Pagham called Sefter Farm being now in the occupation of Mr. 
W. Adams, who is upon the jury and says it contains 196 acres 
or thereabouts and lies near together on each side the Road 
leading from Pagham to Chichester. Yearly Quit Rent 
£1. 8s. 4d.” 


In 1608 the holder was Robert Aylwyn. The property is 
described as, ‘‘One tenement and certain arable land called 
Sester Farme,” the area 100 acres, rent 28/4. Marginal notes 
in later hands give subsequent owners as: 1665, William 
Aylwyn gent; 1683, Robert Aylwyn gent; 1737, Aylwyn; 1759, 
Mary Alwyn. Richard Aylwyn of Pagham whose will was 
proved 10 March 1612-13 bequeathed, among other property 
to his son Richard, lease of ‘‘ Seaten farm.’”® 

Thomas Jorden died in 1571, possessed of the property : 
‘1 messuage | barn | garden and 7 virgates of land meadow 
and pasture in Pageham called Seton containing by estimation 
220 acres of land are held of Edward Darell as of his Manor 
of Nytimber by service of paying one bushel and three quarters 
of beans, and this land owes to the said manor 3 days ploughing 
and three boon-days (precarios) at harvest time.’” 

Thomas Byrle mentioned above as a former owner of 
Seton died about 1499. At the Hundred Court held on 28 
October, 1499, was recorded : “ Death of Thomas Birle who 
held freely 1 messuage and 5 virgates in Crimsham tithing by 
rent of 28s. 4d. Order to seize his best animal, and to distrain 


4 Ct. R. (Lambeth Palace Library), No. 154. 
5 Pp. C. C. 22 Capell. 
6 §.R.S., III., 80-81, 
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the next heir.”"?7 He was, we may perhaps assume, descendant 
of John Burle, owner about 1382, who is mentioned at that date 
as one of the principal inhabitants, in the document by which 
John and Alice Bourere founded the Chantry in Pagham 
Church. Should the Vicar of Pagham, and the Dean fail to 
present to the Chantry, the right of presentation was vested in 
turn in the principal landowners in the district, including “ John 
Burle his heirs and assigns by reason of the Manor of Seton.” 
This may be the same as John de Burlee, who with his wife 
Agatha bought from William de Wykeham, Bishop of 
Winchester, in 1369, ‘‘ 2 messuages, 2 carucates, 40 acres land, 
20 acres meadow, 60 acres pasture, 50 acres wood, 40s. yearly 
rent in Pagham . . . with the homage and services of Robert 
Brommore, Richard Bouyere, William Gold and Thomas 
Nyman and of their heirs for tenements . . .in the said town.’ 
These appear to have been the same properties as the Bishop of 
Winchester had acquired earlier the same year from Richard 
de Apelderham : the ‘‘ lands, rents and tenements called la Setene 
and Stapele in Pageham, co. Sussex, with the services of tenants 
free and neif.. . .””2° 

The family of the name had thus died out or become dis- 
sociated from the property of Seton by the later years of the 
14th century. Alice Atte Setene had a holding at Lidsey in 
1379.14 

The two members of the family of whom there is record 
were Robert and John. 

Robert de la Setene and William Gardyn, of Bowley, his 
neighbour, were pledges in a case brought in 1279 by William 
de Langemershe (Lagness), another neighbour, against Cecily, 
wife of Robert de Mundham, regarding tenements in South 
Mundham.'’? In 1292 Robert de la Setene was witness to a 
grant of Elbridge.’* Robert de Seton, or Seten, was one of the 
jury of inquisition for compilation of the Custumal and Rental 
of Pagham, about 1280.'* He held freely one hide, and a 
pourpresture, in Pagham, rent 23/4. He was on panel of 


7 Ct. R. (Lambeth Palace Library), No. 161. 

8 §.N.Q., X.1. 4-5. 

% Feet of Fines, Sussex (Case 239) File 70, No. 28 (§.R.S., XXIII. 
168). 

10 Cal. Close R. 1369-74, p. 76. 

11 §.N.Q., II. 1, 17. 

12 Ass. R. 916, m.17. 

13 §.4.C., 40, 100. 

14 Ch. Ch. Cant. MS. E.24, ff. 92-102, 
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electors of the Hundred in Pleas of the Crown at Chichester 
in 1288.% 

A later representative was John Atte Setene. He, with 
other parishioners of the Church of Pagham, presented Sir 
William Russel to the old Chantry’ of Pagham, in 1. 

He was sponsor at the baptism of John Atte More in | 
and in 1362 was witness to a grant by Thomas Atte Moure « of 
land in Crimsham and Forbridge.’” 


350 
356 


THE COUNCIL FOR BRITISH ARCHAOLOGY. 


Members or readers who are doing archeological work o1 
who are aware of such work in progress are requested to inform 
Mr. J. D. Margary, Yew Lodge, East Grinstead. The 
information is needed for annual report to the Council for 
British Archeology. 


SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS.—LXXIII. ST. MARY 
THE VIRGIN, BATTLE. 


This important church was first built early in the 12th 
century, but nothing remains of the original fabric except an 
arch in the chapel of St. Catherine, which points to its having 
been cruciform in plan. It was served by the Dean of Battle, 
the title given to its incumbent, who had to live in the Abbey. 

At the end of the 12th century its rebuildg was begun 
and the north and south arcades of the nave are of this date. 
The tower is early 13th century and the reconstruction of the 
church followed shortly after. The Lady Chapel, north of the 
chancel, was built in the 14th century and the Chapel of St. 
Catherine in the 15th, when the north aisle nave was widened 
and the south aisle and porch re-formed. The church contains 
good detail and the tomb of Sir Anthony Browne (died 1548) 
beside three brasses, to John Lowe (1426), Robert Clere (1450) 
and John Wythines (1615). 


15 Ass, R. 924 m. 43d. 
16 §.N.Q., X., 1, 4. 
17 Reg. Islep. f. 245b. 
18 4 — 12, ‘€ 

19 §.N.Q., VIII, 
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A SUSSEX LUMLEY IN SEARCH OF A FATHER 
THREE CENTURIES AGO. 


BY L. G. H. HORTON-SMITH, F.S.A.SCOT., M.A. and late 
Fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and of Lincoln’s 
Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 


As a member of the South-Eastern Circuit and of the 
Sussex Sessions Bar for nearly 50 years past, and as a member 
of a family which in one way and another has been closely 
associated with the County of Sussex for the past 100 years, 
I hope that I may be forgiven for venturing to lay a problem 
for enquiry before readers of Sussex Notes and Queries 
concerning a Sussex Freeholder of 300 years ago. 

THe ANCIENT NorTHERN FAMILy, oF LUMLEY AND 

iTS NORTHAMPTONSHIRE BRANCH. 

For 54 years past I have been collecting material for a 
history of the Northamptonshire Branch of the ancient 
Northern Family of Lumley, the family of that name which 
was already strongly settled in the Bishopric and County of 
Durham before the advent of the Conquering Norman. 
(This family had nothing to do with the much later family of 
Lumley—originally Lomelini— of Co. Essex, a family of 
Milanese origin which only came into this country in the early 
half of the sixteenth century, and with which I have dealt in 
my articles in Notes and Queries, London, of 21 November, 
1942, and 29 December, 1945.) 

The Northamptonshire Branch of the Northern Family 
of Lumley started in the year 1306, when, in the Seventh 
Generation of the line, Sir Robert Lumley, Knight—born in 
1272 and ancestor of the Earls of Scarbrough—having in 1298 
inherited vast estates in Northamptonshire, including Harles- 
ton, Heyford, Brington, Colingtree, Brockhole, etc., upon the 
death of his mother in that year, granted them all by charter 
to his brother Roger (sometimes styled Sir Roger) de Lumley, 
who thereupon settled at Harleston where he founded the 
Northamptonshire Branch. 

In the early part of the sixteenth century ‘the representa- 
tion of the Branch devolved on the Lumleys of Clipston in the 
same County, and in the following century passed to the line 
of Francis Lumley, of Clipston and afterwards of Marston 
Trussell, likewise in the same County (circa 1600-1646), in 
the person of his only son Francis Lumley, baptised at Marston 
Trussell 16 February, 1645/6, who in or about 1670 removed 
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to Great Dalby, Co. Leicester, where he was buried on 
2 March, 1708/9. 

Thus in the latter half of the seventeenth century the 
representation of the Northamptonshire Branch of the Lumleys 
devolved upon this latter Francis Lumley and thereafter upon 
his descendants, who continued at Great Dalby into the nine- 
teenth century, when some of them came south to seek their 
fortune in the City of London. 


Amongst these was Richard Lumley of Great Dalby 
(1724-1805), who on 3 January, 1764, was made free of 
the Carpenters Company of London. In 1775 he purchased 
Apollo Court House, Fleet Street, where he was still residing 
in 1799, whereafter he removed to Southborough, Co. Kent, 
where he died 14 January, 1805, and where he was buried six 
days later. 

He was followed to the City of London in 1777 by one 
of his nephews, William Lumley of Great Dalby (1762-1830), 
second son and eventually heir of Edward Lumley of Great 
Dalby (1726-1811). This William Lumley was apprenticed to 
his said uncle on 4 March, 1777, became an Architect and 
Surveyor and in 1818 Master of the Carpenters Company of 
London. By his marriage in 1791 with Sarah née Golden 
(circa 1769-1843), eldest daughter of Robert Golden (circa 
1737-1809), Surveyor and Architect and in 1802 Master of the 
Carpenters Company of London, he had issue, of whom I only 
propose to mention two here. 


Their eldest surviving son was the well-known legal 
luminary of the Middle Temple, William Golden Lumley 
(1802-1878), Q.C., LL.M., and sometime Fellow of Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge, who has left his mark on legal history as the 
originator of “ Lumley’s Public Health,’ and a full biography 
of whom from my pen will be found in The Law Journal of 
26 September and 3 October, 1942. 

Their eldest surviving daughter was Elizabeth née Lumley 
(1797-1884), who in 1828 married Richard Smith (1798-1858), 
of the City of London, of Guildford Street, Russell Square, and 
of “The Lodge,” Littlehampton, Co. Sussex, lace-merchant, 
and these two became the parents of my late father, R. H. 
Horton-Smith (1831-1919), Q.C., and afterwards K.C., 
Treasurer of Lincoln’s Inn in 1903 and M.A. and sometime 
Fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and of my late uncle 
Judge Sir Lumley Smith (1834-1918), Q.C., and afterwards 
K.C., Treasurer of the Inner Temple in 1906, M.A., and 
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sometime Fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, and for some years 
Chairman of West Sussex Quarter Sessions. 

In the foregoing very brief résumé we have travelled 640 
years; and | spent the Long Vacation of last year compiling, 
in narrative form, the entire history of the Northamptonshire 
Branch and its successors in Leicestershire from 1306 down to 
the present century. 

My task is almost accomplished. But not quite. There 
yet remains one problem for solution: the problem which is 
the subject of the present article. For there is one Lumley 
who would seem to belong to the Northamptonshire Branch, 
whom nevertheless I can as yet in no manner therein place. 


Pre 416 :— 


RicHarp LUMLEY OF Mipuurst, Co. Sussex, Esquire, 
WHO DIED ON 5 JUNE, 1655 

I first came across this Richard Lumley in a Harleian 
Manuscript at the British Museum (Harl. MS. 1045, 
fo. 150) dealing with “ Arms of Northamptonshire Gentry,” 
wherein I read as follows :— 

“Mr. Lumley descended from ye famuley of Lumley of 
Lumley Castle in Epatu” (ie. in Episcopatu, ie., in the 
Bishopric of Durham) “as at his funerall bur. June ye 7th 
at St. Bride’s from his X*” (query meaning house) ‘ Mr. 
Horn’s.” The year in question appeared to be and was—as 
will be seen in a moment—1655. 

I thereupon caused search to be made in the Parish 
Register of St. Bridget’s alias St. Bride’s, London, and it 
became revealed that this “ Mr. Lumley” was “ Richard 
Lumlie”’ (sic) ‘“‘ Esquire,” and that he had died on 5 June, 1655. 

His Christian name thus established, I next sought for 


and found his Will. 
His Wit. 


In and by his Will, dated 7/4/1653—wherein he described 
himself as ““ Richard Lumley of Midhurst, Co. Sussex, Esquire ” 
-—he bequeathed :—“‘ to my sister Frances Yeomans 20/-” and 
“to her son” (sic) “ John Lockyeare £20 which he owes me;’ 
—‘‘to my daughter in law” (probably meaning step-daughter) 
“Frances Horne, wife of Samuell Horne, my land and house 
with malthouse and all appurtenances in or near Midhurst, 
which I purchased of Lord Viscount Montague and John 
Skidmore, now in the tenure of my son in law ”’ (probably mean- 
ing stepson), ‘ John Johnson and his assigns, to hold the same 
unto the said Frances Horne and her heirs for ever ;’”—“ also to 
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my said daughter in law, Frances Horne, my house with its 
appurtenances called Joseph Crofts, in St. John’s Hold, in or 
near Midhurst, together with the lease thereof, which I lately 
purchased of William Cooper; “also to the said Frances 
Horne, the house and meadow called Goulderd, which I lately 
bought of the said Skidmore, being in or near Midhurst ;’—and 
made ‘‘my said daughter in law Frances Horne” residuary 
legatee and executrix. He appointed as Overseers : ‘“‘ my friends, 
Mr. William Boldnest, of London, Silkman, and his son in law 
Mr. Finch.” 

Such Will was signed ‘‘R. Lumley,” was witnessed by 
Nicholas Parke, Evan Jones, James Herriott, Sim. Bailey and 
Sarah Borne, and was proved in the P.C.C. on 20 June, 1655, 
by the said ‘ Frances Horne, daughter in law and executrix 
of the deceased.” 

The facts which I have now given I set forth in an article 
published in Notes and Queries, London, on 11 September, 
1943, pages 102-163, ending :—“ If any reader of N. & Q. 
could supply the origin and parentage of the Richard Lumley 
in question, or any facts concerning him beyond those already 
stated, I should be extremely grateful.” 

His MarriaceE. 

This enquiry in N. & Q., London, was not altogether 
fruitless; for a kindly reader of my article wrote to me as 
follows :— 





“Tf you see Sussex Notes and Queries, you will see 
from the issue of February, 1944, page 18, that I presume 
Richard Lumlie buried at St. Bride’s in 1655 is probably 
identical with Richard Lumley and Katherne” (i.e., Kath- 
erine) “‘ Wheler both of Midhurst” (sic) “ married in 1647 
at St. Bartholomew-the-Great, London.” 


I set this out in a new article published in Notes and 
Queries, London, on 7 April, 1945, p. 145, wherein I gratefully 
wrote :— 

“There can be no doubt that such writer correctly 
so presumes, but I still lack the date and place of birth and 
the parentage of this Richard Lumley and still find no place 
for him in the Pedigree of the Northamptonshire Branch 
of the Family.” 

From the fact that he makes in his Will no mention of 
his said wife or of any issue of such marriage, it may reason- 
ably be deduced that she died between the date of such 
marriage in 1647 and the date of his Will, 7/4/1653, and that 
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there was no issue of such marriage. The probability is, I 
think, that she died and was buried at Midhurst in the period 
just named ; but unfortunately I cannot verify this, as the present 
Vicar of Midhurst, The Rev. R. O. Lloyd, informs me that 
the years 1642 to 1652, both inclusive, are missing from the 
Register of Midhurst. All that he can tell me is that “ no 
entry of Lumley appears in the year 1653.” 

Further, it may, I think, not unreasonably be deduced 
from his Will that in marrying the said Katherne (Katherine) 
Wheler, he was marrying a widow and not a spinster. 

It may conceivably be of importance to recall that in 
that Will he made a bequest “ to my sister Frances Yeomans ”’ 
and “to her son John Lockyeare.” For, if by “sister” he 
meant sister and not (as he may have meant) sister-in-law, then 
he had a sister Frances née Lumley. 

It will be seen that nothing has yet transpired to give 
any hint of the date or place of his birth—or of the date or 
place of his said wife’s birth either—or of his parentage. 


A SUGGESTION AND Its APPARENT ANSWER. 


In 1943 I sent'a copy of my above-mentioned article, 
published in Notes and Queries, London, 11 September, 1943, 
to Sir Roger Lumley, G.C.S.I., late Governor of Bombay— 
who in March of the past year, 1945, succeeded his late uncle 
as the Eleventh Earl of Scarbrough—and I published his reply 
in my article published in Nofes and Queries, London, 17 June, 
1944, namely :—‘ With regard to” this Richard Lumley of 
Midhurst, Co. Sussex, Esquire, “ it is peculiar that he lived at 
Midhurst in Sussex. As you know, my branch ”—ze., the 
Lumley main line—“ resided in Sussex for some time in the 
17th and 18th centuries. Might he not have been some con- 
nection of theirs?” (Indeed, though it may not be generally 
known, when in April, 1690, Richard Viscount Lumley, who 
and whose family had already for some time held considerable 
estates in the County of Sussex, was raised to an Earldom, the 
warrant was originally made out for his creation as Earl of 
Chichester, and it was only when the warrant was passed that it 
bore the alteration: “ Instead of Earle of Chichester, Earle of 
Scarborough,” since and now spelt Scarbrough. See Records 
of the Lumleys of Lumley Castle, by Edith Milner, edited Ly 
Edith Benham, and published by Messrs. George Bell and Sons 
of London, in 1904, page 129.) 

As to this suggestion, I stated in that article of 17 June, 
1944 :—‘“ The suggestion merits consideration, but at present 
I find no evidence to support it. Moreover, such Richard 
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Lumley finds no mention in Records of the Lumleys of Lumley 
Castle,” the work just referred to. I ought further to have 
stated, and therefore I add the statement here, that such a 
suggestion would seem to take no account of the apparent fact 
that the Arms of the Northamptonshire Branch of the Family 
were the Arms used at this Richard Lumley’s funeral on 7 June, 
1655. 

In conclusion, therefore, I venture to invite the assistance of 
readers of Sussex Notes and Queries towards the discovery 
of the date and place of birth and baptism and also of the 
parentage of this Richard Lumley of Midhurst, Esquire, who 
died on 5 June, 1655, and who was buried at St. Bridget’s alias 
St. Bride’s in London two days later. 


DOCUMENTS OF SUSSEX INTEREST IN THE 
CATHEDRAL LIBRARY, EXETER. 
Communicated by the Rev. ARTHUR CROOKSHANK. 


[The number preceding each entry is the number in the 
Catalogue. | 


2080. 1 John. 26 Mar. 1200. 

The King to the Church of Exeter, confirmation of 
its possession of the Church of St. Petrock, St. Stephen 
etc., and the Chapelry of Boseham with all the liberties 
as fully as King Henry 1 had granted them. 

[ Printed in Monasticon Anglicanum. ] 

2092. 28 Henry III. 26 Nov. 1243. 

King Henry III’s grant to William, Bishop of Exeter 
of the Chapelry of Boseham, with the manors of 
Chedeham, Farendon and Horselegh. 

2110. IX Kal. April 1283. Office of the Court of Canter- 

bury to Peter, Bishop of Exeter. 
Inhibition of the institution of John of Exeter, who, 
representing that the Rectory of Berri Neyberd was 
vacant, had procured a presentation from the Prior and 
Convent of Lewes, the patrons; James de Placentis, 
who claims to be Rector, being still alive. 

2970. 7-8 Henry VIII. The account of Robert Ellowe 
Collector of the rents, etc., of Hugh, Bishop of Exeter, 
outside Temple Bar in the Parish of St. Clement Danes, 
London; also at Faryngtca, Chuddeham, Harynghay, 


Esthorsley, Thorney and Tyting. 
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3498. 113. 3 Aug. 1548. Sign manual to Bishop Voysey 
requiring him to convey to Thomas Fisher, Secretary 
to the Protector Somerset, his Manor of Cudham and 
Thorney, Tyting and Horseley, Haringham alias 
Haringhaye, and the Parsonage of South Mimms. 

4398. 122. London June 6th. [N.D. ?1560] 

Lord Russell to the Bishop desiring him to grant him 
and his son Francis the advowson of the Prebend of 
Apulderham in the College of Bosham. 





F. W. BOURDILLON’S MANUSCRIPTS. 
Communicated by the Editor of S.N.Q. 


[The number preceding each entry is the number in the 
Hand List. ] 


In Part VIII of the Handlist of Manuscripts in the 
National Library of Wales, recently published, will be found 
summary entries for the collection of MSS. formed, and in part 
made, by the late F. W. Bourdillon, of Buddington, near 
Woolbeding. 

With his fine series of original and transcribed French 
medieval romances, the Arthurian interest of some of which 
provided the motive for the acquisition of the collection in 
1922 for Aberystwyth, we are not here concerned. But 
Bourdillon was also a Sussex antiquary, and the following 
entries (here shortened) from the Handlist describe MSS. 
certainly or possibly relating to the county. 
5100B. 100. Terriers of Brighthelmston. “ Terriers 

of the Tenantry Laines or Common 
Fields . . . as they were set out in... 
1738, and ... again... in 1792, by 
T. Budgen.” 


SIO1A. 101. Notabilia Itinerum. A journal kept by 
F.W.B. to record details of visits paid, 
1885, to places of antiquarian interest. 
[This may possibly contain Sussex 
material. | 

5102A. 102. Wadhurst Church. Notes and sketches 
by F.W.B. of architectural features and 
monumental inscriptions. 
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y 5105C. 105. ‘Roman Remains in Chichester. “A 
y Description [with a MS. map] of the 
d Roman military works in the neighbour- 
as hood of Chichester, 1798,” by William 
Sabatier. 

5106B. 106. Wadhurst Church. Notes by F.W.B. 
m on Wadhurst Church and Parish. 
of 5107B. 107. Roman Remains at Bignor. An account, 


1815, by Samuel Lysons, with a plan and 
illustrations. 

5108C. 108. Eastbourne. Notes on the history and 
antiquities of Eastbourne, together with 
printed reports of papers read at meetings 
of the Eastbourne Natural History Society, 


1871 and 1876. 





5110C. 110. Notabilia nominum. Notes by F.W.B., 
mainly on Sussex place-names. 

he BP SIIB. 111. Notes on Sussex. Notes collected — by 
nd F.W.B., dealing with the history of 
rt Sussex, including “ Collections for a List 
ar of Local Histories & (Guide-books in 
| Sussex,” “‘ Notes on the use of the stone 
ch called Bourne Rock in East Sussex 
ich : Buildings,’ notes on Roman remains, and 
in notes on place-names, etc., with a MS. 

sut map of the rivers Rother and Arun. 
.e 5112E. 112. A Survey of Lands in Sussex. “ Terra- 
wee | rium ... manerioru[m] de Byworthe et 
| Warningcamp et manerii de Adrington 
ers ; [sic?] de Midleton, priorat[us] de 
on Tortington firme de Binstead cum manerio 
. de Wideane, in com. Sussex, parcella 
by terrar[um] lo. Spenser militis, factu[ 7 ] 
per I. Norden. Anno Domini 1606.” 
by An incomplete survey, with coloured plans. 
uid, » 5117-26. 117-26. [Archeological Notes on Roman re- 
est. mains, coins, etc., some by Charles 
oan Roach Smith, which may possibly contain 
Sussex material. B.124 and 125 are 
hes botanical, the former being a list of 
and flowering plants and ferns found near 


Woolbeding. } 
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SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH 
REGISTERS. 
Contributed by W. H. CHALLEN. 


(Continued from Vol. x, page 185.) 


The register of St. Martin IN THE FiELps, Lonpon, 
1550-1636, has been printed in volumes 25 and 66 of the 
Harleian Society. 

Copies of my transcription of all the Marriages from July 
1636 to March 1658 and of my index of those from April 1658 
to December 1695 are at the Church and the Guildhall Library, 
London. 

I have made an index for the Church of all the Marriages 
from January 1695(-6) to March 1720(-1), and completed index- 
ing those from 1780-1837. There thus remain unindexed the 
Marriages 1721-1779. 

The following are Marriages relating to Sussex from July 
1636 to June 1837, from 30 volumes, to which are added entries 
relating to Sussex, though not so indicated therein, which I have 
been kindly permitted to extract from the Baptisms and Burials. 
There is a gap in the register of Baptisms from October 1657 to 
April 1660. 


St. MARTIN IN THE Fietps. JZarriages, 1636-1837. 
1638—May 5. Henricus Tunstall of Croydon, Surrey, 
Armig: and Katherina fil. Dni. Thomae Walsingham 

milit : de Chisselhurst in comit Cantia, by lic. 

(Henry Tunstall, baptised 22 Dec. 1612 at St. Clement 
Danes, London, was the eldest son of (Sir) John 
Tonstall (kted. 1619) of Edgecome (= Addis- 
combe), Croydon, Surrey, who married Penelope, 
daughter of Sir Walter Leveson of Lilleshall, Salop, 
the Bp./Ldn. lic. 15 May 1611 describing him as 
widower, 35, of St. Martins in the Fields, and her as 
of St. Ann, Blackfriars, 25, dau. of Sir Walter 
Leveson, Kt., late of Trentham, Salop (sic; error 
for Staffs.) decd., her mother also dead (as allegant 
believeth), to marry at St. Anne and Agnes, London. 

Other children of Sir John and Lady Penelopi 
Tunstall were christened at Carshalton and 
Croydon, Surrey, one of whom, Diana (chr. 1624 
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Croydon) married 17 July 1650 at St. Bart. the 
Less, London, Robert Oxenbridge, great2-grandson 
of Sir Goddard Oxenbridge, Kt., of Brede, Sussex. 
Sir John Tunstall, Kt., was buried 2 Feb. 1650, 
and his widow, 3 Feb. 1651, both at Croydon.’ 
Katharine Walsingham (born 1616) was the 





DON, daughter of (Sir) Thomas Walsingham by his 1st 
the wife (died 1632), Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Peter 
Manwood. She is mentioned in the will of her 
July grandfather, Sir Thomas Walsingham, Kt. (died 
1658 1630), who was a son of the Sir Tho. Walsingham, 
rary, Kt., whose burial and connections with Sussex are 
given in 8x. N. & Q., vol. 1X., page 102. 
ages Sir Thomas Walsingham, Kt. (died 1669), by his 
dex- 2nd wife, Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Bourne, 
the | apparently had another daughter Katherine (chr. 
here 22 Dec. 1637) who is presumably the Katherine 
uly Walsingham buried Chislehurst 27 Dec. 1637, which 
dies burial the Ht alsingham pedigree in E. H : W ebb, 
ee Miller F Beckwith s 7 History of Chislehurst 
cae Kent, ap plies to Katherine, the above daughter by 
Feo fT the Ist wife.) 
1639—Apr. 2. Ho’bilis Carolus Dnus Cecill Vicecom 
Cramborne & Magistra Diana Maxwell, both of this 
parish, by lic. 
rrey, | : 
sham | (Charles Cecil, Viscount Cranborne, was son of 
; William Cecil, 2nd Earl of Salisbury, by Catherine 
—— Howard, dau. of Thomas, Ist Earl of Suffolk. 
Sate | Diana Maxwell was daughter of James, Earl of 
stp. | Dirleton. 
lope, Their daughter Frances Cecil married 30 Dec. 
alop, | 1679 at St. Clement Danes, London, Sir William 
m as Bowyer, 2nd Bart., son of Sir William Bowyer, 1st 
ae Tl Bart. by Margaret daughter of Sir John Weld of 
alter | Arnolds in Edmonton, Msex. (married 29 May 1634 
error | St. Olave, Old Jewry, London), who succeeded in 
gant 1616 his grandfather, Sir William Bowyer, of Den- 
aden. ham, Bucks., Kt. who married 28 Apr. 1584 at St. 
Sone St. Bart. Exchange, London, Mary Peirson of West- 
' _ minster who re-married in Feb. 1617 (as his 2nd 
1624 wife) James Ley, Ist Earl of Marlborough, whose 


3rd wife Jane née Boteler married Wilitam Ashburn- 
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ham (the Cofferer) of Ashburnham, Sussex. (Se 
also the 3rd paragraph of the note of the 1696 entry 
in Sx. N. & Q., vol. X., page 64, and the correction 
thereto on page 81). 

The above-mentioned Sir William Bowyer, Kt. 
was ason of Francis Bowyer, Alderman of London, 
and grandson of Robert Bowyer, merchant of 
Chichester (will proved 22 June 1552 P.C.C.) to 
one of whose daughters, Emme who married 29 May 
1564 at St. Olave, Old Jewry (as his Ist wife), 
Thomas Hanbury, Lord of the Manor of Maple- 
durham, Hants., and one of the Auditors of. the 
Queen's Court of Exchequer at Westminster, theré 
is a tablet in Buriton, Hants., church which also 
records that she died 28 Feb. 1595.) 

1639—May 26. Henricus Weston of Okam, Surrey, 
Generos : and Katherina Ford de Yarting (sic), Sussex, 
by lic. 

(She was daughter of Sir Wm. Ford of Harting, 
Sussex, Kt. (M11. Ockham, Surrey). See Manning 
& Bray's “ History of Surrey,” vol. 3, which also 
has the WESTON pedigree.) 

1641—Nov. 16. Anthonius Stapley of Twinham, Sussex, 
and Margeria Rose Pellet of Bolney, Sussex, by lic. 

1645—May 19. Philipus Sydne Viscount and Domine 
Katherina Cicill, ambo de hac p’oc. 

(Philip Sidney, 3rd Earl of Leicester (styled 1626-1677 
Lord Lisle), his wife Catherine being sister to 
Charles Cecil, in the 1639 marriage. 

Philip’s sister Lucy Sidney married 20 Jan. 1647 
Penshurst, Kent, Sir John Pelham, 3rd Bart., son of 
Sir Thos. Pelham, 2nd Bart. of Laughton, Sx., by 
his Ist wife Mary née Wilbraham.) 

1646—June 11. Edwardus Cooke of Goringe, Sussex, and 
Katherina Fry of Petworth, Sussex, by banns. 

1649—Nov. 26. Morganus Maglaughlan of Petworth, 
Sussex, and Jana Keale of Richmond, Surrey. 

1654—July 29. John Culpeper Esquire and Frances 
Hayes, spinster, both of this parish, by banns. 

(Presumably John Colepeper of Riverhead in Seven- 
oaks, bapt. Folkington, Sussex, 1633, shewn on p. 
134 of John Comber’s Sussex Genealogies (Ardingly 
centre) as marrying Frances. . . .) 





See 
ntry 
tion 


Kt. 
don, 
) to 
Way 
ife), 
iple- 
the 
here 
also 


rrey, 
ssex, 


ting, 
ning 

also 
ISSEX, 
mine 


1677 
r £0 
1647 
on of 
r., by 
, and 
vorth, 
‘ances 
even- 


on p. 
lingly 





SUSSEX NOTES AND QUERIES 19 


1654—Dec. 11. Henry Tichborn and Mary Arundell, 
both of this parish. 


(Sir Henry Tichborne, 3rd Bart. and Mary dau. of 
William Arundell (son of Sir Thos., 1st Baron 
Arundell of Wardour) of Horningham, Wilts., who 
married Mary, widow of William Paulet, Viscount 
St. John of Basing, Earl of Wiltshire, and dau. of 
Anthony-Mary Browne, 2nd Viscount Montague 
(buried 1629 Midhurst, Sussex), brother of John 
Browne of Easeborne, Sussex.) 


1654—Feb. 12. The Right Hon’ble Lord Charles St. 
John and the Right Hon’ble Lady Mary Leppington, 
both of this parish. 

(This marriage is also recorded under the same date 
in the register of St. Dionis Backchurch, London. 
He was nephew of above-mentioned William and 
Mary Paulet, and became 6th Marquis of Win- 
chester and afterwards 1st Duke of Bolton. This 
was his 2nd wife, widow of Henry Carey, Lord 
Leppington, and illegitimate daughter of Emmanuel 
Scrope, Ist Earl of Sunderland, by Martha Jeanes.) 


1655—July 31. Bernard Chatfield and Elizabeth Rowland 
both of this parish. 

(Presumably the Bernard Chatfield of East Grinstead 
and Steyning, Sussex, headmaster of Steyning 
Grammar School, shewn on page 111 of John 
Comber’s Sussex Genealogies (Ardingly centre) as 
marrying Elizabeth. . . .) 


1656—Sep. 19. Henry Goring of this parish, Esq., and 
the lady Mary Gage of Covent Garden. 

(Their banns are recorded in the register of St. Paui, 
Covent Garden, 8, 10, 17 Mch. 1655. Sir Henry 
Goring became 2nd Bart. of Burton, Sussex. His 
wife Mary was the widow of Sir Tho. Gage, 2nd 
Bart. of (West) Firle, Sussex, and daughter of John 
Chamberlain of Sherborne Castle, Oxon.) 


1657—May 14. William Beteler of Biddenham in Bed- 
ford, Esquire, and Mrs. Elizabeth Hatten, eldest dau. 
of Sir Thomas Hatten, Knight and Barronett, being both 
of this parish, by banns. 
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(Included as her brother, Sir Thos. Hatton, 2nd Bart. 
(bur. 1682 Long Stanton, Cambs.), married Bridget, 
a daughter, chr. 30 Jan. 1633 Burton cum Coates, 
Sx. (ex Bishop's Transcript) of Sir William Goring, 
Ist Bart. of Burton, Sx., and sister of the above Sir 
Ilenry Goring, 2nd Bart.) 
1662—May 18. Orlando Gee de Petworth in Com., 
Sussex, Armiger duxit Elizabethan [sic] Barker de Sti. 
Egydij in Campis, vid. : 
CORRECTION. 
Vol. x. p. 185, last entry should read: 1743.—March 17. 
Baptised .. . born 25 Feb. 
(To be continued.) , 





NOTES 


LEAD OBJECT FOUND AT THE ROMAN 
BLOOMERY, FOOTLANDS, SEDLESCOMBE.—\ Ir. 
R. H. d’Elboux has forwarded to the Society a lead object found 
by Dr. Maxwell. of Robertsbridge at this Roman site. It is 
U-shaped, and is a simple rod of lead, square in section and 
3-4mm. thick, tapering slightly at one end; its length if 
straightened out would be 14cm. The lead has been analysed 
and was found to have no silver content. 

The purpose of the object is obscure. It has been suggested 
that it might be an unused pottery “ rivet’ for repair work, but, 
in my opinion, this seems rather unlikely since its robustness 
would render it much too heavy and cumbersome for such a 
purpose, save in the case of very large coarse vessels which were 
probably not considered worth mending when broken. As 
found, one leg of the “ U” is bent abruptly and the other 
gradually, and it may well be that the rod was only bent 
accidentally to the present shape. In view of its association with 
an iron-working site, the possibility that it was merely a stick of 
solder should perhaps be considered, but other suggestions would 
be welcome. 





I, D. MARGARY. 


STANE STREET NEAR HILL HOUSE, SLIN- 
FOLD.—On September 13th a section was cut across Stane 
Street at a point about 700 ft. north of the drive to Hill House, 
Slinfold, by the Mid-Southern Utility Company for an electric 
cable. Through the courtesy of the Ancient Monuments Branch, 
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Ministry of Works, I was notified of the work and was present 
whilst it was carried out. The trench was cut to a depth of 
3 ft. but, unfortunately, it disclosed nothing more than the 
purely modern metalling and rag-stone foundation of the present 
road, nor was anything of interest disclosed in the trench cut 
by an excavator through the field west of the road, towards 
Dedisham, although a sharp lookout was kept there in view of 
Winbolt’s statement! that remains of Roman buildings had been 
thereabouts. It is known that this part of Stane Street was re- 
constructed as a turnpike in 1809, after being a derelict lane, 
and it may be that all the materials found then were thoroughly 
disturbed and re-used. A record of what was actually seen when 
this cut was made seemed nevertheless desirable. 
I. D. MARGARY. 

A CHICHESTER TOKEN AND RICHARD 
DALLY.—It may be worth recording in your “ Notes” that 
there was found here (Aldwick Grange, Bognor) on 23rd 
December, 1944, a worn specimen of the Chichester Halfpenny, 
1794, near gate into a field (Ordnance Map, Sheet LX XIV.., 5, 
revision of 1932, No. 181c), perhaps brought to the surface by 
tractor ploughing or more likely taken there with rubble, from 
old wall or building, spread in the gateway. 

For description of this “ very interesting token, of which 
we have found several specimens,” see the late E. Heron-Allen’s 
‘Selsey Bill,” p. 341. He mentions “ two types, struck from 
slightly differing dies, and on the edge is stamped, ‘ Chichester, 
Payable at Dally’s.’ ”’ 

Is Heron-Allen right in identifying this Dally with the 
author of the Bognor and Chichester guides, 1828 and 1831? 
He was not printer and publisher of them. Richard Dally the 
author is particularly reticent of himself in his books. I have 
thought he was a solicitor, and in a letter I possess, dated 
Bognor, 2 Dec., 1831, he signs as “ Secretary to the Bognor 
Board of Health.” L.F. 





THE SAUNDERS DRAWINGS AND JOURNALS. 

In the issue of §.N.Q. for May, 1945 (Vol. x. No. 6, 
p. 139), particulars were given of a valuable gift to the Society by 
Miss Catherine Saunders of a collection of sepia drawings of 
Sussex Churches made by her father, William Frederick 
Saunders of Reigate (in the previous note by an unfortunate 
error referred to as Mr. W. J. Saunders). 


1 With a spade on Stane Street, p. 78, and map, p. 93. 
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A list of the drawings and of the year in which each was 
made is appended :— 


Alciston 1852 East Lavant 1858 
Aldingbourne 1858 East Preston 1862 
Alfriston 1852 Edburton 1862 
Amberley 1866 Etchingham 1853 & 1900 
Appledram 1866 Ewhurst 1879 
Arlington 1861 Felpham 1866 
Barlavington 1861 Folkington 1852 
Barnham 1866 Ford 1858 
Beckley 1879 Frant 1853 
Beddingham 1861 ‘Friston 1852 
Berwick 1852 Guestling 1859 
Bexhill 1859 Hailsham 1852 
Bishopstone 1900 Hartfield 1865 
Bodiam 1860 Hellingly 1861 
Bosham 1866 Herstmonceux 1860 
Boxgrove 1866 Hollington 1850 & 1859 
Brede 1860 Hove 1880 
Brightling 1860 Icklesham 1878 
Broadwater 1858 Iden 1878 
Buncton 1866 Ifield 1863 
Burpham 1862 Jevington 1852 
Burwash 1863 Kingston-by-sea 1862 
Bury 1866 Lancing 1858 
Catsfield 1859 Laughton 1861 
Chalvington 1861 Litlington 1860 
Clapham 1858 Lullington 1860 
Climping 1858 Madehurst 1862 
Coombes 1862 Mayfield 1865 
Crawley 1857 Mid Lavant 1858 
Crowhurst 1859 Mountfield 1860 
Dallington 1860 Newhaven 1871 
Duncton 1861 Ninfield 1863 
Eartham 1862 North Stoke 1862 
Eastbourne 1852 Ore 1859 
East Dean Oving 1858 

(East Sussex) 1852 Peasmarsh 1878 
Penhurst 1860 Tangmere 1866 
Pevensey 1852 Ticehurst 1863 
Piddinghoe 1871 Tidebrook 1896 
Playden 1859 Udimore 1860 


Foynings 1862 Wadhurst 1865 
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RKingmer 1861 Walberton 1858 
Ripe 1861 Warnham 1862 
Rotherfield 1865 & 1882 Wartling 1860 
Rudgwick 1864 West Dean 

Rusper 1863 (East Sussex) 1860 
Rustington 1862 Westfield 1859 (2) 
Salehurst 1860 West Firle 1861 
Seaford 1861 Westham 1852 & 1871 
Sedlescombe 1863 Westhampnett 1858 
Selmeston 1852 West Tarring 1858 
Shoreham, New 1862 Whatlington 1860 
Singleton 1866 Willingdon 1852 
Slindon 1862 Wilmington 1852 
Sompting 1858 Winchelsea 1859 
Steyning 1866 Withyham 18f5 
Sutton 1861 


There is also a drawing in sepia of Wilmington Priory 
(1860). 

In addition there are many pen and ink drawings of special 
features in Sussex Churches scattered through the 13 MS. books 
of journals. 

Any member desiring to see any particular drawing or to 
go through the series should make an appointment for the 
purpose, as the drawings are not available in the open reference 
library. 


SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 
COUNCIL. 

The Council met at Barbican House on Wednesday, 13 
February, Dr. Eliot Curwen in the Chair, and sixteen other 
members present. 

Ten new members were elected, and five resumed lapsed 
membership, 37 having announced their intention of doing so, 
in response to the circular: three deaths and one resignation 
were reported. ‘The following Officers were nominated :— 
President, the Rt. Hon. Earl Winterton; Hon. Editor, Mr. 
L. F. Salzman; Hon. Curator of Deeds, the Rev. W. Budgen; 
Hon. Financial Secretary, Mr. F. Bentham Stevens. Further 
enquiries would be made for a suitable successor to Miss Cooper 
as Hon. General Secretary. It was decided to retain the 
Pevensey Town Trust Books, subject to their return on demand. 

A Greek stele found in Ewhurst Rectory garden and pre- 
sented by Miss Rolleston was accepted on the report of Colonel 
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Sutton, subject to the Society’s right to transfer it to another 
fmuseum if found desirable. Mrs. Henry Dudeney’s bequest 
of her diaries was accepted on the condition that they are not 
to be used for 25 years. ‘The Curator of Deeds reported some 
minor additions to the collection. 

It was resolved to support the proposal to schedule the 
Slaugham ruins under the Ancient Monuments Act. 

Mr. Ray reported that the Corporation of Hastings pro- 
posed, pending the purchase of the Castle, to take a lease of it. 
The neglected state of the Castle had given concern to the 
Council. 

It was reported that the Congress of Archeological Societies 
had dissolved itself and had transferred its responsibilities to 
the Council for British Archeology. 

Offers by Mr. L. F. Salzman and Mr. F. R. Williams 
to read papers at the Annual Meeting were accepted with 
thanks. 





THE CENTENARY. 

As all readers of S.N.Q. will be aware before this number 
is in their hands, the Society is this year celebrating the 
Centenary of its foundation in 1846, a full account of which, 
and of its subsequent history, by Mr. L. F. Salzman, they will 
have found in the newly issued volume of the Collections. 

The Centenary is being celebrated by meetings at Lewes 
on June 18, at Pevensey on July 9, and at Brighton on September 
25, notes on which will appear in following numbers. 

The Museum, Library and Muniments in the Society’s 
ownership have so grown in bulk as well as in importance that 
an appeal to Members and friends for funds for their adequate 
housing has become necessary; and what better occasion than 
the Centenary year? The objects of this Appeal are being put 
before the Society by leaflet and pamphlet and were expounded 
on the spot at the Lewes meeting. ‘They will form the subject 
of a note in a later number of S.N.Q. 
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Members have been very long suffering in enduring the 
unpunctuality of S.N.Q. during the past year, and the Editor 
thanks them. An endeavour will be made to be up to date by 
the close of this year. Contributions will be more than ever 
welcome. 








